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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to application 10/6262 filed on July 24, 2003. Claims 1- 
1 9 are presented for examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed July 24, 2003 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the 
relevance, as it is presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 

1 .56(c) most knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent 
listed that is not in the English language. JP10260820A has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Donohue(US 6,202,207 B1). 



Claim 1 
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Donohue further teaches a method for testing the compatibility of software versions (see 
at least FIGS.4A-B & associated text), the method comprising the computer- 
implemented steps of: 

o responsive to an installation of a new software module in a data processing 
system, performing an inventory on an existing set of software modules resident 
in the data processing system (see at least 10, 80, 90 FIG.1 & associated text; 
200, 210, 230, 290, 410 FIG.4A & associated text); 
o referring to a knowledge base of versions of respective software modules to 
obtain compatibility information for the new software module with the existing set 
of software modules (see at least 40 FIG.1 & associated text; 1 10, 120, 130 
FIG. 2 & associated text; 250, 260 FIG.4A & associated text); and 
o providing the compatibility information from the knowledge base, wherein the 
compatibility information is used to determine whether to install the new software 
module (see at least 310 FIG.4B & associated text). 

Claim 2 

The rejection of base claim 1 is incorporated. Donohue further teaches responsive to a 
first selected user input, testing the new software module in a test data processing 
system in combination with the existing set of software modules; and responsive to a 
second selected user input, installing the new software module in the data processing 
system (see at least 20 FIG.1 & associated text; 260 FIG.4A & associated text; 360-310 
FIG.4B & associated text). 
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Claim 3 

Donohue further teaches a method for testing the compatibility of software versions (see 
at least FIGS.4A-B & associated text), the method comprising the computer- . 
implemented steps of: 

o responsive to an installation of a new software module in a data processing 
system, performing an inventory on an existing set of software modules resident 
in the data processing system (see at least 10, 80, 90 FIG.1 & associated text; 
200, 210, 230, 290, 410 FIG.4A & associated text); 
o referring to a knowledge base of versions of respective software modules to 
determine whether the new software module is known to be compatible with the 
existing set of software modules (see at least 40 FIG.1 & associated text; 110, 
120, 130 FIG.2 & associated text; 250, 260 FIG.4A & associated text); and 
o responsive to a negative determination, testing the new software module in a test 
data processing system in combination with the existing set of software modules 
(see at least 290 FIG.4A & associated text). 

Claim 4 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Donohue further teaches responsive to a 
determination that the new software module is compatible with the existing software 
modules, adding a new combination to the knowledge base; and installing the new 
software module in the data processing system (see at least 310 FIG.4B & associated 
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text). 

Claim 5 . 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Donohue further teaches 

o responsive to a determination that the new software module is not compatible 
with the existing modules, searching the knowledge base to find a closest match, 
wherein at least one of the existing modules is removed or replaced with a 
different version (see at least 310, 360 FIG.4B & associated text); 

o prompting for the user as to availability of the closest match combination (see at 
least 280 FIG.4A & associated text); and 

o responsive to a user input, installing the new software module and changing the 
existing modules as needed to obtain a compatible combination (see at least 
300-310 FIG.4B & associated text). 

Claim 6 

Claim recites limitations, which have been addressed in claim 2, therefore, is rejected 
for the same reasons as cited in claim 2. 

Claim 7 

The rejection of base claim 6 is incorporated. Donohue further teaches wherein the 
installing step comprises: 
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o identifying an environment of a client in which the software module is to be 

installed (see at least 290 FIG.4B & associated text); 
o recreating the environment on a test data processing system; and 
o installing the software module on the test data processing system to form the 

installed software module (see at least 310 FIG.4B & associated text). 

Claims 8-12 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 1-2, 4, 5, and 7, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 1 -2, 4, 5, and 7. 

Claim 13 

Donohue teaches a computer program product in a computer readable medium (see at 
least 20, 10 FIG.1 & associated text) for performing the method addressed in claim 3, 
therefore, is rejected for the same reasons as cited in claim 3. 

Claims 14-17 

Claims recite limitations, which have been addressed in claims 2, 4, 5, 7, and 13, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 2, 4, 5, 7, and 1 3. 

Claim 18 

Donohue teaches a data processing system for managing keepalive transmissions, the 
data processing system comprising: 
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o a bus system (see at least 10 FIG.1 & associated text); 
o a communications unit connected to the bus system (see at least 10 FIG.1 & 
associated text); 

o a memory connected to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of 
instructions (see at least 20 FIG.1 & associated text); and a processing unit 
connected to the bus system (see at least automatic updating, synchronizing 
updates Abstract), wherein the processing unit executes the set of instructions to 
perform the method addressed in claim 2, therefore, is rejected for the same 
reasons as cited in claim 2. 

* 

Claim 19 

Claim recites limitations, which have been addressed in claims 2 and 18, therefore, is 
rejected for the same reasons as cited in claims 2 and 18. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chrystine Pham whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3702. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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